Introduction
In revising various genera of the Rubiaceae for the Flora of Singapore a number of points of taxonomic and nomenclatural note required attention. These are dealt with here.
Diplospora DC. versus Discospermum Dalzell
Hooker (1880) reduced the genus Discopermum to a section of Diplospora. This synonymisation of the genera was generally accepted until Ali & Robbrecht (1991) resurrected Discospermum. Arriola et al. (2018) have recently confirmed, using molecular techniques, that Diplospora and Discospermum do represent separate lineages in the coffee tribe. The only species of the Coffeeae native to Singapore has been referred to as Diplospora malaccensis Hook.f. in nearly all publications on the flora. Ali & Robbrecht (1991) excluded this species from the Coffeeae, arguing that the orientation of the embryo radicle and details of the seed coat anatomy indicated membership of the tribe Hypobathreae. However, Diplospora malaccensis shows many similarities with Discospermum, particularly Discospermum beccarianum (King & Gamble) S.J. Ali & Robbr. The latter was demonstrated to be a close ally of the type species of Discospermum, D. sphaerocarpum Dalzell, by Arriola et al. (2018) .
I conclude that for the forthcoming Flora of Singapore Diplospora malaccensis is best placed in the genus Discospermum. There is already an appropriate combination available. It is necessary to select a lectotype, which is done below.
Discospermum malaccense (Hook.f.) Kuntze, Revis. Gen. Pl. 1: 281 (1891) .
-Diplospora malaccensis Hook.f., Fl. Brit. India 3: 124 (1880). -Tricalysia malaccensis (Hook.f.) Merr., Univ. Calif. Publ. Bot. 15: 285 (1929 
Lasianthus
The revision of Lasianthus in Malesia by Zhu et al. (2012) has largely been followed in preparing the account of the genus for the Flora of Singapore. As this leads to changes in the names of several species found in Singapore, it is useful to provide a listing here with synonymy and typification. A number of new lectotypes are designated here and in a few cases notes given on taxonomic decisions and current status in Singapore. Zhu, Syst. & Geogr. Pl. 72: 73 (2002) ). Hance, J. Bot. 13: 196 (1875 Soc. 84: 462, Fig. 3 (1988 ['1987 Tan et al., Gard. Bull. Singapore, Suppl. No. 3: 46, Fig. 4 (1995) ; Turner, Gard. Bull. Singapore 47(2): 430 (1997 ['1995 ); Turner & Chua, Checkl. Vasc. Pl. Sp. Bukit Timah Nat. Res. 67 (2011). This has been long known as Lasianthus densifolius. Zhu made this name a synonym of Lasianthus attenuatus by lectotypification and redescribed this taxon as L. attenuatus var. minor. There are many points of similarity between these two taxa and they seem to overlap in form occasionally though the difference in size of the calyx lobes appears to be consistent. As I have not had the chance to examine flowering material, I maintain Zhu's system of infraspecific taxa here. Ridl., J. Fed. Malay States Mus. 10: 143 (1920 This species has generally been referred to as Lasianthus tomentosus in works on the flora of Singapore. SING2017-671, 28 Nov 2017 . A recent visit confirmed that at least one individual is still present (Fig. 1) .
Lasianthus attenuatus

Lasianthus plagiophyllus
Lasianthus chryseus
Lasianthus constrictus
The Singapore specimens of Lasianthus griffithii are notable for being almost entirely glabrous. A collection made by Ridley at Mt Austin in Johore is similar. Otherwise the specimens conform to Lasianthus griffithii and I therefore see no reason to make any formal taxonomic distinction for the glabrous plants.
6. Lasianthus hirsutus (Roxb.) Merr., J. Arnold Arbor. 33: 229 (1952 Merrill (1952) referred to two sheets in BM as the type of Triosteum hirsutum Roxb. but there is no indication on them that they are to be treated as a single specimen, though they do appear to be true duplicates. The specimen with the annotation of Roxburgh's name in Roxburgh's hand is here chosen as lectotype by a second-step designation.
Lasianthus bracteatus
The name Lasianthus cyanocarpus has frequently been misapplied to L. hirsutus. Zhu (Zhu et al., 2012) reduced Lasianthus scabridus to a variety of L. griffithii. The affinity of the two taxa is clear, but Lasianthus scabridus is very consistent morphologically and quite readily distinguished from L. griffithii by a number of characters. Lasianthus scabridus has leaves scabrid above, lateral nerves to 12 pairs, petiole generally extending beyond the inflorescence with scattered long hairs visible to the naked eye whereas L. griffithii has leaves smooth above, lateral nerves 14 or more pairs, petiole largely hidden by the inflorescence, without long hairs visible to the naked eye. I therefore prefer to maintain recognition at species rank for this taxon. 
Lasianthus reticulatus
Lasianthus stipularis
Psychotria
The generic name Uragoga Baill. is widely cited as a synonym of Psychotria L., with its place of publication generally being given as page 323 in volume 12 of Henri Baillon's journal Adansonia. This is in a paper entitled 'Memoire sur les Uragoga'. Baillon published Adansonia in parts of 32 pages with 12 parts completing a volume. The early volumes had parts published in consecutive months, but the output became more erratic in later volumes. For volume 12, publication dates are printed on the first page of each 32-page part. The memoire on Uragoga appeared in part 11 published in August 1879. However, while this paper provided an overview of Baillon's generic concept of Uragoga, he had already described some 41 species, very largely from New Caledonia, in the genus Uragoga in preceding parts of Adansonia volume 12. This is nomenclaturally problematic because if the generic name Uragoga was not validated until part 11, the binonials in Uragoga published before the validation of the generic name would be invalid. It would then be necessary to search for later validations of these species names which could lead to changes in author citations or even to names in current use.
However, there does seem to be a possibility of avoiding this problem. In the discussionary notes placed after the description of the first species of Uragoga published by Baillon (p. 223), the following Latin sentence appears: Stirps inde, uti americanae asiaticaeque nonnullae, arctius Psychotriam cum Cephaelide (i.e. Uragoga L.) connectit.
This can be translated as: Thence this plant [i.e. Uragoga pancheri Baill.], just like certain American and Asiatic ones, joins Psychotria more closely with Cephaelis (i.e. Uragoga L.).
The interpretation that Baillon was here proposing Uragoga (a name used but not validated by Linnaeus) as the name of an inclusive genus is supported by the Memoire sur les Uragoga where he recognised 42 sections in the genus, many of which were based on established generic names including Cephaelis and Psychotria. It seems likely that his view on the taxonomy of this group of the Rubiaceae was already confirmed in November 1878 when Uragoga pancheri was published. Uragoga Baill. is therefore validated on p. 223 by citation of Psychotria L. and Cephaelis Sw. as synonyms, but the name Uragoga is illegitimate, as the synonyms are legitimate names, and to be automatically typified by the type of the oldest legitimate synonym, which is Psychotria.
Establishing that Uragoga Baill. is an illegitimate and superfluous renaming of Psychotria dating from 1878 means that the 41 species names and various sectional names published by Baillon in Uragoga before August 1879 are legitimate (ICN Art. 55) and the currently used names for these taxa do not need to change in any way.
Psychotria L., Syst. Nat., ed. 10, 929 (1759), nom. cons. -Uragoga Baill., Adansonia 12: 223 (1878), nom. illeg. (superfl.). Type: Psychotria asiatica L.
A few notes on various Psychotria species native to Singapore are included here.
